As a main research area of psychology, parenting is a rather comprehensive field that is explored by many researchers in various disciplines throughout the world from the perspectives of biology, genetics, sociology, anthropology, history, and law. Parents mainly focus on three basic goals all over the world. These goals are providing children with the necessities of health and safety, preparing them for life as adults, and transmitting cultural values to them (American Psychological Association, 2010) . In this field, the transmission process is known as socialization.
In psychology, parenting is defined as giving the necessary support to a child in order for them to develop physically, emotionally, socially, and intellectually/ cognitively (Baydar, Akçınar, & İmer, 2012) . This definition of support that is given to a child in their growth process and the first studies by psychodynamic and learning theorists on its effects on child development, in parallel with the research done on child socialization, date back to the 1930s. That research has intended to answer two main questions: Which parenting model should be adopted in child rearing, and what are the developmental consequences of different child-rearing patterns on children (Darling & Steinberg, 1993) ?
Psychodynamic theorists in their effort to answer these questions have focused more on quality of the emotional relationship and satisfaction in the parent/child relationship, while learning theorists focus more on observable parent behaviors, such as the principles that are reinforced, observance of the determined commonspace usage rules, and administration of physical punishment onto the child (Cavell, 2002) .
In the field, although parents' child-rearing patterns, namely the child's socialization process, have been studied systematically for quite some time, the phenomenon began being studied empirically when Baumrind (1971) defined the concept of parenting style. Baumrind defines parenting style as the values and beliefs about the child-rearing process that reveal the nature of the child, the emotions of the parents for the child, and parents' child-rearing practices. Unlike earlier researchers, Baumrind classified the different authority styles parents adopt in the child-rearing process into three groups: democratic, authoritarian and permissive. Thus, promoting the concept of parenting style as operational, she claimed these styles had different developmental consequences on children.
Using Baumrind's approach as their base, Maccoby and Martin (1983) claimed it would be better if parenting styles are dealt within the four categories that emerge from the intersection of two main dimensions: parents' sensitivity toward the demands of their children (interest/acceptance) and parents' demands from their children (control/ discipline). These styles were identified as democratic/balanced (high sensitivity, high demand), authoritarian (low sensitivity, high demand), permissive (high sensitivity, low demand), and uninvolved/negligent (low sensitivity, low demand) parenting styles. Darling and Steinberg (1993) suggested a holistic model for better understanding of how parenting styles affect child socialization. In this model, researchers claimed that parenting goal, parenting practice, and parenting styles together create parenting. They stated that to evaluate elements affecting child development, making a distinction between parenting style and parenting practice is really important because parents can have similar parenting styles but different parenting practices (Stevenson-Hinde, 1998; Steinberg, Lamborn, Darling, Mounts, & Dornbusch, 1994) . For instance, both use the democratic/balanced parenting style and explain the logic behind a rule, but where one mother lets her child play in the park to feel energetic about preparing for studying, another mother demands her child to study as soon as the child comes home from school. Therefore, even though parents have the same parenting style, performing different practices also changes a child's developmental process. In this example, explaining the logic behind a rule is an example of parenting style, while letting a child play before studying is an example of parenting practice. Parenting practices are defined as the observable behaviors of parents towards their children to make them socialize and achieve the goals parents have determined.
In western countries, researchers' attempts at defining parenting styles and parenting practices operationally have led to developing scales that measure these concepts. The Measure of Child Rearing Styles (Maccoby & Martin, 1983) ; Parenting Scale (Arnold, O'Leary, Wolff, & Acker, 1993) ; Alabama Parenting Questionnaire (Frick, 1991) ; Parent Practices Scale (Strayhorn & Weidman, 1988) ; Parental Attitude Scale (Lamborn, Mounts, Steinberg, & Dornbusch, 1991; adapted by Yılmaz, 2000) ; Family Life and Child Rearing Attitude Scale (Schaefer & Bell, 1958; adapted by Le Compte, Le Compte, & Özer, 1978) ; and Parental Acceptance/ Rejection Questionnaire (Rohner, Saavedra, & Granum, 1978; adapted by Angel, 1993; Varan, 2003) are some of the extensively used scales that have been adapted to other languages.
When examined, the scales dealing with parenting style were mostly developed on the basis of the theory Maccoby and Martin (1983) suggested. For example, The Parental Attitude Scale (Lamborn et al., 1991) is one that has been adapted to Turkish (Yılmaz, 2000) . The scale consists of three sub-dimensions: acceptanceinvolvement, strictness-supervision, and psychological autonomy. The scale studied the extent that children perceive their parents as loving, caring, and attentive in the acceptance-involvement dimension, that children perceive their parents as restrictive and controlling in the strictness-supervision dimension, and that children perceive their parents as democratic and encouraging them to express their individuality in the psychological autonomy dimension. On the basis of Lamborn et al.'s (1991) work, Sümer and Güngör (1999) developed the Child Rearing Styles Inventory, which has two dimensions: acceptance-involvement and strict control-supervision. To illustrate, the item we never had a close relationship points to the acceptance-involvement dimension, whereas the item they don't easily forgive me when I go against the rules points to the strict control-supervision dimension. The Parental Attitude Scale was developed for the parents of children between the ages of 2-6 and consists of four sub-dimensions: democratic, authoritarian, protective, and permissive. I believe my child should take risks to experience new things while growing up points to the democratic sub-dimension, I quickly get angry at my child points to the authoritarian sub-dimension, I fear my child will get sick points to the protective sub-dimension, and I spoil my child points to the authoritarian sub-dimension. Other scales that measure parenting styles are similar (Angel, 1993; Le Compte et al., 1978) . Note that no item that measures parenting style gives comprehensive information about parenting practices. For example, someone who says, "I believe my child should take risks to experience new things while growing up" gives no clue about whether they let their child experience new things or not. When parents think this way, they are more likely to act accordingly, though parents do not always practice what they preach. In practice, many parents say, "I yell at my child even though I know it is wrong." So in practice, a parent who says the statement above maybe doesn't allow the child to experience new things. For this reason, evaluating parenting practices is important in terms of child development.
As stated above, parenting practices focus on parents' observable behaviors towards their children. Some of the scales developed for parenting practices are as follow. The Alabama Parenting Questionnaire as developed by Frick (1991) consists of five sub-dimensions: involvement, positive parenting, poor monitoring/supervision, inconsistent discipline, and corporal punishment and other disciplinary practices. Items such as you slap your child when they do something wrong and you specify in advance how long your child can watch TV are two sample items in the scale. The Parent Practices Scale developed by Strayhorn and Wiedman (1988) consists of three sub-dimensions (warmth and involvement, consistency, and punitive discipline tactics) and two sample items from the scale are how often do you read to your child or they to you and how often do you play with your child. The Parenting Scale (Arnold et al., 1993) , which deals with parental disciplinary techniques, has three dimensions: over-reactiveness, permissiveness, and wordiness. By applying this scale on school children, Irvine, Biglan, Smolkowski, and Ary (1999) only found two dimensions: over-reactiveness and permissiveness. These scale items, just like items mentioned above from the parenting practices scale, measure parenting practices by focusing on observable behaviors.
With the development of these scales it is now possible to estimate to a certain degree the developmental consequences of parenting styles and practices on children (Stormshak, Bierman, McMahon, & Lengua, 2000) . A quick glance to the published research carried out in Turkey for evaluating the attitudes and behaviors of parents (Sümer, Aktürk, & Helvacı, 2010) would show that mostly translated or adapted scales have been used and these scales mostly measure parenting styles (Öner, 2009 ). Among the available scales, the Child Rearing Questionnaire (Paterson & Sanson, 1999) , developed for preschool children, was adapted with the same title by Yağmurlu and Sanson (2009) to evaluate parenting practices. Aside from this, no scale for evaluating parenting practices developed for parents with primary schoolchildren could be found in Turkey and appropriate for Turkish culture.
Developing a scale that evaluates the parenting practices of parents with primary schoolchildren in Turkey is necessary for a few reasons. First off, parenting style and parenting practices are different from each other (Darling & Steinberg, 1993) , and making parenting practices functional is necessary for predicting the developmental consequences of these practices. Secondly, due to the current rapid changes in society, culture, and scientific development, the quality of parenting practices has changed and also become diverse. Therefore, the developmental consequences of parenting practices on children vary. Knowing the quality of practices available in Turkish culture would be a reference point for intervening in the problems that emerge in families and children. Thirdly, primary school is quite an important period for both children's socializing and forming the fundamentals of academic life. Much research has proven the positive correlation of parenting practices with primaryschool children's behavioral problems and academic failure (Stormshak et al., 2000) . Thus, measuring the parenting practices of parents with primary schoolchildren is important for solving children's problems. Finally, the developed scale will provide information about functional/healthy parenting practices in Turkish culture.
Due to the lack of such a scale in Turkey, this study aims to develop a scale for evaluating the parenting practices of parents with schoolchildren and to carry out the validity and reliability tests of this scale. To these ends, a two-part study was carried out. In the first part, the items for the Parenting Practices Scale (PPS) were formed and the scale's validity and reliability were analyzed. In the second part, criterion validity of the PPS, whose construct validity had been tested in the previous analysis, was analyzed. Below are the study's first and second parts.
Part I: Choosing the PPS Items and Analyzing Their Construct Validity and Reliability
This first part aims at forming the scale's items and performing factor analysis for the construct validity and the reliability of the scale.
Methodology

Participants
In the study, 383 mothers and 128 fathers (N = 511) with schoolchildren between 6-and 13-years old participated in the study. Regarding parents' education levels, 3% (n = 15) are those who have never been educated, 29% (n = 47) are primary-school graduates, 14% (n = 69) are middle-school graduates, 24% (n = 120) are high-school graduates, 26% (n = 129) are university graduates, and 4% (n = 20) have a post graduate or doctoral degree. Regarding families' monthly income, 5% (n = 23) earn less than 500 Turkish Lira (TL), 20% (n = 102) earn 501-1,000 TL, 48% (n = 235) earn 1,001-3,000 TL, 21% (n = 104) earn 3,001-8,000 TL, and 5% earn more than 8,000 TL. Mothers' ages in the study are 25-63 (M = 35.91, SD = 5.8) and fathers' ages are 28-57 (M = 40, SD = 6.76). Children's ages as evaluated by their parents is 6-13 (M = 9.37, SD = 2.08).
The scale was applied in various cities in Turkey. Counselors working in schools and undergraduates of psychological counseling and guidance administered the applications. Parents applied the scale forms individually. SPSS 20 and Lisrel 8.8 were used for the data analysis.
Data Collection Tools
Information form. The Information Form prepared by the researchers includes questions about the participants' socio-demographic variables, such as age, income, and education. It also includes information about the children's age and gender.
Parenting Practices Scale (PPS). The PPS was developed in three stages explained in order below.
Stage 1. The first stage reviews the theoretical literature on parenting practices. In order to choose the aim of the scale's measuring structure and to form the scale's items accordingly, existing scales related to parental attitudes and practices were investigated. In the literature review, the chosen operational measuring structure was observed to have three main points: the family relationships affecting parenting practices (family system approach), practices for shaping children's behaviors such as limiting, consolidating, and punishing (learning theories), and practices affecting the quality of the parent-child relationship. Afterwards, certain items that are believed to represent the structure in question and to be common in Turkey were written down. While writing down the items, items among the investigated scales that were thought suitable for the structure were added to the item pool with some partial changes. Including items taken and edited from the Parenting Scale (Arnold et al., 1993) , Alabama Parenting Questionnaire (Frick, 1991) and Parent Practices Scale (Strayhorn & Weidman, 1988 ), a pool with 96 items was written.
Stage 2. Following the narration and while being evaluated, items' features, coherence, and length; the number of positive and negative items; and content validity were considered. Two clinical psychologists who are experts in the field along with a developmental psychologist were asked to evaluate the items.
After editing, the first scale was obtained with 84 items. The items in the first version were evaluated by an expert of Turkish language and literature in terms of spelling, dictation, and clarity.
Stage 3. The trial version of the scale was applied to two groups with different socio-economic status to evaluate clarity of the scale items. In İzmir, 15 parents with low socio-economic status and 20 mothers with medium socio-economic status were involved. Necessary editions were made to unclear items.
The scale items were written as a 4-point Likert-type scale and scored as 1 = never, 2 = sometimes, 3 = often, and 4 = always. High scores obtained on the scale show the existence of better or more positive parenting practices. The scale was implemented as follows:
The following scale was prepared to evaluate your behaviors toward your children. Your behavior toward your children may change depending on the nature of your child and the situation you are in. The scale is meant to specify the frequency of your observed behaviors. Read the statements below thinking about how you treat your child under the stated circumstances. Put a cross (x) on the item you think is correct on the answer sheet. The options are 1-Never, 2-Sometimes, 3-Often, 4-Always. Please do not skip any statements so as to provide us with better results. Thank you.
Findings and Interpretations
PSS Construct Validity, Factor Analysis, and Reliability
The first factor analysis was completed by having 511 people fill out the 84-item scale. Before carrying out the factor analysis, the appropriateness of the data for factor analysis was evaluated using the Kaiser Meyer-Olkin (KMO) factor and Bartlett tests. A KMO-factor greater than 60 and a Bartlett's test result that shows significance means the data are appropriate for factor analysis (Büyüköztürk, 2002; Leech, Barrett, & Morgan, 2007) . In the first factor analysis, the KMO value was found to be .91 for the PPS, and the significance of the Bartlett test showed homogeneity (p = .000). A KMO result greater than .90 is regarded as a perfect sample size (Büyüköztürk, 2010; Leech et al., 2007) . Bartlett's sphericity test examines whether data comes from a multivariate or a normal distribution. If the test result's significance level is less than .05, then the factor is found in the correlation matrix (Büyüköztürk, 2010) . As data are significant in factor analysis, exploratory factor analysis was used to investigate its construct validity and factor structure; principle component analysis was used as the factorization technique.
The varimax rotation technique was used in the first factor analysis with no limitations to the number of factors. Analysis results specified 11 factors with eigenvalues greater than 1. These 11 factors make up 49% of the variance. When considering the factor loading values based on Tabachnick and Fidell's (2001) criteria, items with low item-total correlations and eigenvalue less than .32, factor-loading values among different factors that are close to each other (Tavşançıl, 2002) , and items with low item correlations were removed from the analysis. Following analysis, 32 items were removed from the scale. The final version of the scale consisted of six factors and 52 items, which explain 40.1% of the variance.
The scale's item dimensions, factor loadings, item-test correlations, changes in reliability when removing items from the test, and Cronbach's alpha reliability coefficients related to the test are given in Table 1 . The scale's sub-dimensions were named according to the structures measured as the sub-dimensions of positive problem-solving practices, negative problem-solving practices, functional family practices, over-reactive parenting practices, inconsistent parenting practices, and interactive practices. As seen in Table 1 , the PSS's Cronbach alpha coefficient for all the items was calculated as .91. When considering individual factor's reliability, Cronbach's alpha is seen to vary from .79 to .65. Not just the scale's overall reliability but also the subdimensions' reliability values show that the scale has sufficient internal consistency. All items also have high correlations with the dimensions they are in; every item removed from the test causes the reliability coefficient to go down. All these data show that the tacit feature the PPS measures has the same internal consistency and reliability.
Results on the Construct Validity of the PPS
In order to find the construct validity of the PPS, confirmatory factor analysis was initially performed (Appendix 1), followed by second-order confirmatory factor analysis. While examining model-data fit through confirmatory factor analysis, fit and error statistics such as χ 2 , χ 2 / SD, RMSEA, RMR, GFI, AGFI, and CFI have been used. From the calculated statistics, values of χ 2 / SD < 5, GFI and AGFI > .90, and RMR and RMSEA values < .05 indicate perfect model-data fit (Jöreskog & Sörbom, 1993; Marsh & Bailey, 1991; Marsh & Hocevar, 1988) . Moreover, lower bound values are considered as GFI < .85, AGFI < .80, RMR < .10, and RMSEA < .10 are considered to be the lower bounds (Anderson & Gerbing, 1988; Marsh, Balla, & McDonald, 1988) . Table 2 , the compliance indexes gathered through confirmatory factor analysis of the structural model shown in Appendix 1 indicate high-level compliance between the model and the data. When examining the indexes, the ratio of χ 2 to degrees of freedom was found to be 1.6. This value indicates good compliance. Furthermore, the CFI, NFI, GFI, AGFI, and IFI values are greater than .90. This indicates high compliance between model and data. When examining the model's error indexes, an SRMR value showing model compliance of the model's standardized errors less than .8 indicates model-data compliance. With 90% probability, one sees the RMSEA = .04. This indicates model-data compliance is almost perfect (Hu & Bentler, 1999) . When examining all the values of the scale's model data compliance, one can say the model highly complies with the data and thus the scale has construct validity. Looking at the analysis results, the items making up the PPS can acceptably measure the tacit variable. In the second-order confirmatory factor analysis, the scale's sub-dimensions (positive problem-solving practices, negative problem-solving practices, overreactive parenting practices, inconsistent parenting practices, and interactive practices) were analyzed as components of the tacit variable. This way the theoretical structure creating the scale (Appendix 2) is tested. The values obtained from the analysis results are given in Table 3 . When examining the indexes from the second-order confirmatory factor analysis results, the ratio of the value of chi-square to the degrees of freedom is 2.02 and the CFI, NFI, AGFI, and IFI values are greater than .90. This indicates high compliance between the model and data. In the model's error indexes, SRMR < .8 and 0.046 < RMSEA < 0.051 covers the .05 value at 90% probability; this indicates model-data compliance is almost perfect (Hu & Bentler, 1999) .
When examining
When examining the scale's confirmatory factor analysis and all model-data compliance values from the second-order confirmatory factor analysis, the first-order confirmatory factor analysis results show higher model-data compliance. In addition, the two models that were designed also show a high degree of compliance; thus the scale has construct validity. Considering the analysis results, one can say the items making up the PPS can measure the scale's tacit variable.
The relationships of the sub-scales of the SPP with one another and their relationship with the total score were examined using the Pearson moment correlation technique. The correlational findings among the sub-scales prove the developed scale's validity. Analysis results show high correlation among the sub-scales of positive PPS (positive problem-solving practices, interaction, and functional family practices) and among the sub-scales of negative PPS (negative problem-solving, over-reactivity, inconsistency), and low correlations between the positive PSS sub-scale and the negative PPS sub-scale (Table 4 ). Because the items making up the PPS have the desired features and the scale has high reliability and validity, the scale can be used for the purpose of determining parents' parenting practices in Turkey.
The research has examined whether parents vary their parenting practices or not using the t-test. A statistically significant difference in the total average PPS scores was found between mothers and fathers (t (340) = 2.389, p = .017). When examining the findings, mothers' total average PPS score (x � = 168.77, s = 17.28) is found to be higher than that of fathers' (x � = 163.76, s = 17.02). When examining the sub-scales statistically, mothers and fathers differ significantly in positive problem-solving (t (444) = 3.66, p = .000), functional family (t (459) = 4.29, p = .000), and inconsistency (t (469) = 2.158, p = .031). Mothers' average scores for positive problem-solving (x � = 39.79, s = 5.21), functional family (x � = 31.56, s = 3.91) and inconsistency are higher than the fathers' scores (positive problem solving x � = 37.72, s = 5.20], functional family x � = 29.78, s = 3.85], and inconsistency x � = 14.66, s = 2.70]).
Part II: Validity Analysis of the Parenting Practices Scale
The second part was carried out to examine PPS's scale validity, whose factor analysis had already been carried out and construct validity analyzed. To evaluate the scale's validity, the Parental Acceptance-Rejection Scale was used alongside the PPS.
Methodology
Participants
The study was carried out with 168 mothers and fathers. Mothers' ages vary from 22 to 50 (M = 36.31, SD = 5.28) and fathers' ages vary from 26 to 53 (M = 39.58, SD = 5.59). Of the mothers, 12% of the mothers (n = 20) are literate or only finished primary school, 37% (n = 62) are secondary or high school graduates, 41% (n = 69) are university graduates, and 10% (n = 69) have master's degrees. Of the fathers, 8% (n = 13) are literate or primary school graduates, 28% (n = 54) are secondary or highschool graduates, 52% (n = 87) are university graduates, and 7% (n = 12) have master's degree. For monthly family income, 16% (n = 26) earn less than 1,500 TL, 30% (n = 49) earn 1,501-3,000 TL, 30% (n = 51) earn between 3,001 and 5,000 TL, 30% (n = 30) earn 5,001-8,000 TL, and 8% (n = 8) earn more than 8,000 TL per month.
Data Collection Tools
This research applies the PPS, developed by the researchers, and the Parental Acceptance-Rejection Questionnaire (PARQ; Rohner, Saavedra, & Granum, 1978) . Scale (PPS) . The scale was developed by the researchers as a 4-point Likert-type scale consisting of 52 items and six sub-dimensions with the aim of evaluating parents' positive and negative practices toward their primary-school children. The six sub-dimensions are positive problem solving practices, negative problem-solving practices, functional family practices, over-reactive practices, inconsistent practices, and interactive practices. The higher the parents' score, the better their parenting practices. The lowest score one can get is 52 and the highest is 208. Items 2, 5, 6, 7, 8, 10, 15, 17, 20, 21, 23, 25, 26, 27, 29, 31, 33, 38, 39, 41, 42, 45, 47, 48, 50 , and 52 are reverse-scored in the scale.
Parenting Practices
Parental Acceptance-Rejection Questionnaire (PARQ). PARQ was developed by Rohner et al. (1978) for measuring parents' perceptions related to their behaviors of acceptance and rejection toward their child. With 60 items, the scale consists of four sub-dimensions: warmth-affection, hostility-aggression, rejection, and neglectindifference. A high score on the scale points to high perceptions of rejection; low scores point to high perceptions of acceptance. The scale was adapted to Turkish by Anjel (1993) . The overall internal consistency coefficient for the scale is .74, whereas the internal consistency coefficient for the sub-dimensions of warmth-affection, hostility-aggression, neglect-indifference, and rejection are .79, .83, .68, and .59 respectively (Erkman, & Varan, 2004) .
Information form. The information form was prepared by the researchers to obtain information about the participants' socio-demographic characteristics. The form has questions about participants' gender, age, economic status, educational level, and income.
Findings
In order to determine the validity of the PPS, we examined its correlation to PARQ in this part. For this purpose, the same group filled out the two scales simultaneously, and Pearson's correlation analysis for the scales' sub-dimensions and total scores were performed. These findings are given in Table 5 . The sub-dimension of positive problem-solving negatively correlates to PARQ's total score and sub-dimensions (-.19 < r < -.52). The sub-dimension of negative problem solving negatively correlates to PARQ's total score and sub-dimensions (-.18 < r < -.63). The sub-dimension of functional family negatively correlates to PARQ's total score and sub-dimensions of warmth-affection, hostility-aggression, and rejection (-.13 < r < -.52). No correlation was found for the sub-dimension of functional family with PARQ's neglect-indifference sub-dimension (r = -.19, p = .095). The sub-dimension of over-reactivity negatively correlates to PARQ's total score and sub-dimensions (-.25 < r < -.55). The sub-dimension of inconsistency negatively correlates to PARQ's total score and its sub-dimensions of hostility-aggression, neglect-indifference and rejection (-.18 < r < -.40) . No statistical correlation was found between the sub-dimension of inconsistency and PARQ's sub-dimension of warmth (r = -.14, p = .068). The sub-dimension of interaction negatively correlates to PARQ's total score and sub-dimensions (-.23 < r < -.45). PPS total score negatively correlates to PARQ's total score and sub-dimensions (-.26 < r < -.68). A mediumlevel significance and negative relationship exists statistically between the two scales. As positive parenting practices increase, parents' acceptance behaviors increase. The relationship level, direction and significance between the two scales show that PPS can serve well in measuring parenting features.
Discussion
This study aims at developing and carrying out the validity and reliability tests for a scale to evaluate the parenting practices of parents with school-aged children. An item pool was created taking into consideration the related literature and parenting practices scales that had been developed abroad; after choosing a set of items thought to represent the structure to be measured, the developed scale was given to the parents. When examining reliability and validity studies about the PPS, the scale is seen to measure the tacit variable with low level random errors; the total score and sub-dimension scores obtained from the scale reflect the likelihood that individuals have the features that are intended for measurement.
In the reliability analysis, the internal consistency of the scale was understood to be high to have the expected relationship with the items' relevant dimensions and with the scale as a whole. Moreover, the analysis performed for the scale's validity show the created model to be highly compliant with the data. Taking a glance at the scale's correlation to the related structures, as parents' positive practices increase, their parental acceptance was seen to increase, as well. Parents with negative parenting practices are more rejectionist and show less affection. Parents who are indifferent to and reject their children are prone to have negative parenting practices like yelling and using violence, as well as a decrease in the number of positive practices. This medium-level, expected relationship supports validity of the PPS. In light of all these findings, one can propose that the PPS makes it possible to validly measure the difference between parenting practices and psychological structures.
As a result of factor analysis on the PPS scale, a structure emerged with six components (sub-dimensions): positive problem-solving practices, negative problemsolving practices, functional family practices, over-reactive parenting practices, inconsistent parenting practices, and interactive practices. The sub-dimensions obtained from the study are consistent with the theoretical and empirical studies from the literature on parenting practices. The Alabama Parenting Questionnaire (Frick, 1991) consists of five sub-dimensions: involvement, positive parenting, poor monitoring/supervision, inconsistent discipline, corporal punishment, and other discipline practices. The Parent Practices Scale (Strayhorn & Weidman, 1988) consists of three sub-dimensions: warmth and involvement, consistency, and punitive disciplinary tactics. The Parenting Scale (Arnold et al., 1993) , dealing with the disciplinary techniques of parents, consists of three dimensions: over-reactiveness, permissiveness, and verbosity. Using this scale on schoolchildren, Irvine et al. (1999) specified two dimensions: over-reactiveness and permissiveness. Similar to the scales mentioned above and developed as part of the research, the sub-dimensions of positive problem-solving, negative problem-solving, over-reactive, inconsistent, and interactive practices emerged in the PPS.
In the sub-dimension of positive problem solving, the items evaluate the communication style that parents adopt talking with their child and their effective problem-solving methods. These items generally include statements such as effective listening, warm and open communication, empathy, and behaving in accordance with the child's level while teaching them a skill. Getting a high score in the sub-dimension of positive problem solving indicates a parent with many healthy parenting practices.
In the negative problem-solving dimension, the items evaluate parents' ineffective methods such as acting aggressively, critically, accusatorily, or verbosely and making things difficult for others while trying to solve a problem. In this sub-dimension, a high score points to a parent with many healthy parenting practices.
The sub-dimension of over-reactivity consists of items that evaluate parents' overreactiveness such as exhibiting physical violence to the child and hindering their autonomy. In this sub-dimension, a high score indicates a parent with many healthy parenting practices.
In the consistency sub-dimension, items evaluate whether or not the rules set for the child are applied consistently. Getting a high score in this sub-dimension score to a parent with many healthy parenting practices.
The sub-dimension of interaction has items that evaluate parents' activities done with their child. Getting a high score in this sub-dimension indicates a parent with many healthy parenting practices.
In the scale, an additional sub-dimension was obtained that is similar to the subdimensions in the literature: the functional family. In this sub-dimension, items evaluate the continuity of family functions with family members, such as obeying household rules and having a positive atmosphere among family members. Getting a high score in this sub-dimension shows a parent with many healthy parenting practices.
Obeying household rules in general and treating each other thoughtfully show that the family is functional as a system (Gladding, 1998) . As parents are able to act better as parents in a family where the boundaries and rules are clearly specified (Cavell, 2002; Sanders, 1999) , other parenting practices from the other dimensions will also be affected positively. The positive and high correlation values that the subdimension of functional family has with the sub-dimensions of interaction support this evaluation.
In the study, mothers' parenting practices were found to be higher than those of fathers. When examining the sub-dimensions causing this difference, one sees mothers scored higher than the fathers in the sub-dimensions of positive problem solving, functional family, and inconsistency. This means mothers are more consistent in their behavior towards their children, apply ways more positively for solving problems, and support more their children's learning how things work at home. The reason for this difference is thought to be gender roles in society; women always have to take care of the children more. Women in Turkey still spend most of their time at home taking care of their children. This is also the case for working women (Türkiye İstatistik Kurumu, 2006) . As the primary responsibility of women is child rearing, women gather more information about the issue either formally (attending mother-training programs at schools) or informally (asking elders or friends). Therefore, they are more qualified in rearing a child than fathers.
The scale developed as a part of this research is important in some respects. As mentioned previously, parenting styles and parenting practices are different structures, and for parents with school-aged children (between 6-13 years old), no scale evaluates parenting practices. Measuring parenting practices is important for revealing the developmental results of these practices, both on the child and the family. Studies carried out on this issue show that positive parenting practices such as following homework and watching children's activities at school have a positive correlation with the school-aged child's academic performance (Raya, Ruiz-Olivares, Pino, & Herruzo, 2013 ), whereas criticizing this child or beating them makes behavioral problems more likely to occur, like being incompatible, disobedient, and aggressive; this also affects their academic performance negatively (Harvey, Danforth, Ulaszek, & Eberhardt, 2001; Irvine et al., 1999; Stormshak et al., 2000) . For this reason, if the researchers, teachers, and psychologists working with parents and children, along with all experts working in the field, were able to evaluate current parenting practices effectively and quickly, significant contributions would be made to theoretical and practical studies (Raya et al., 2013) . Furthermore, due to the rapid change and scientific developments currently in societies and cultures, the quality of parenting practices has also changed. Therefore, the developmental consequences for children have changed. This scale, developed as a part of this research, is important in specifying the quality of continuing parenting practices, as well as its developmental consequences on children.
This study has some limitations. In the study, the relationship of parenting practices was applied through parents' perceptions of acceptance-rejection, but not with other features like parenting purposes or parenting attitudes. No test/re-test reliability was performed. In future studies, exploring the correlation of parenting practices with other parenting features would provide a better understanding of this structure. Moreover, examining whether parenting practices are related to a child's characteristics would contribute to the literature on parenting practices.
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